Hr. Jeremy Gunn, ex. dir. 0\ 8 / 3/98 

AHHB 

6uO E St, NW, 2d floor 

Washington, DC 2u530 ***** 

Dear Jeremy, 

I begin my 56th wedding anniversary as before reading (Lardner ' s story in 
yesterday's Post I would not have expected to, full of questions and pronounced 
uneasiiiews about your autopsy report, which you said I'd get and I do not have - 
and whickis at least four months later in appearing. 

The board was confronted with the earlier perjury of one of the autopsy 
prosectors and it seems to have done nothing about it when it deposed him. Ur 
it altered the deposition testimony it is releasing because Lardner is a first- 
rate reporter and would not liave missed that while being distracted by the refer- 
ence to Pinck's notes, vile also does not mention what as you know I reported in 
Post Mortem, fclnck’s New Orleans testimony tliat Admiral Galloway ordered them 
not to do a complete autopsy. (Or was it the admiral over Galloway ? H ^ T L '\ 

A 3 yibu also know, x brought to light in Pftst M rtem that Hunes swore 

during his Warren Commission testimony that he held in his hands his autopstf. 
notes, as Specter asked Mm. Specter then stated tliafc they woujd be part of 
Exhibit 357 and of CD 371* My search at ttae Archives disclosed that those notes 
were not in eithifcv permanent 9 official file and they are not published in Exhibit 
397. The house assess inp committee also knew tlti.3, having ^earned it from Posjr 

Mortem, and it aeclted' Mimes false swearing that he had destroyed his notes bs*- 
t 

oa£*££e there was blood on them. (There in fact was blood and other body fluid on 
what it was not dared to be destroyed, the official autopsy body chart.) I n addit- 
ion, in Post Mortem i published, in facsimile, th^Ifaby's covering record when it 
gave those notes to admiral Hurkley and the receipt for those notes and other ma- 
terials. Or, those notes, which do not now exist according to all official records 
that are known, did exist at the time il umes was questioned before the Commission 
by Specter. 

It likew§£e is not true t/iat Huj^e or a3 Lardner sajes/^any of the sqctS&y 

autopsy pathologists did not _hone Dallas before completing the autopsy, i publiished 
} t-u. 

this as eurly as in th first book on the subject, my Whitewash, which was compleH 

in February, 196^, with the confirmatory testimony the '"omnission also punished, 

and in NKVEU A GAIN! I published the a ouse assassinations committee's attempted 

assassination of the truth in publishing excerpts of what it had not published, 

its testimony by the autopsy ra<liologist. lie persisted when asked re^t&dly in 

stating that he was present in the autopsy room when fc^rm that room Humes phoned 






2 



Dr. i'lalcolm Perry, in Dalian. Dr. fiharles Crenshaw, who had been in the Parkland 
emergency room and assisted in what was done there, wrote in his book about 
Perry* s liaggard appearance the next morning and tliat ^erry attributed it to Ids 
inability o[t get enough sleep because of calls from Washington* 

Because under the law this is required to be part of your permanent records 
and to be jpermanently available/! adM that Dr. Perry is the cardiovascular sur- 
geon whir ^performed the tracheostomy at ferkland and thenjlfas called in to con- 
sult on Governor Cennaliy's thigh wound, the other doctors fearing it Mght 
endanger Ids femoral artery. Perry told ine that the wound was much to£ small 
to liave been caused by ^von a small bullet, was caused by a slim fragment, was 
not a damger to the artajfy, L a«^went for about three inches just under the skin, 
an absolute impossibility in the official account and, with this also in Post 
liortem, known to the board staff at the least. 

And, as the staff also knew, at the first LBJ press conference at the hospital 
as seee soon as the doctors cgSUi ce(laned up, when three reporters asked if the 
wound in the Presidents neck was from the front, three times he replied tliat it 
was and all three times he was co&firmed by the chief of neurosurgery, Dr. Kerapjj 
Clark. (Tljis wa^j knov//to Humes before he wrote Ida report not only from x erry, 

which I cannot* pro v«p, but because it was in the Washington Post that Humes did 
o 

read and was familiar with and cited o ther content of in his autopstj proctocol. 

Even if there liad bee|"| blood on l‘irick's Notes, and there is no known indication 
that there was, lie gave them to jimes and they alsp do not exist. 

In short, you are confronte4 by perjury in tho autopsy of the President when 
the assassination of any President is a da facto coup d*etat. Cr, the board estab- 
lishes that we arc a banana republic, history* s largest. 4 M 

Prom this Lardner story, and I repeat lie is a first-rate reporter and is pro- 
bably tho best-informed reporter in the country on this matter, -b>e|board has not 
even attempted to reconcile contradictions in the official records of which it 
knew, liuc^ao the radical difference between the Commission's conclusions and the 
official certificate of death, wldch it had, did not include in the 10 million W 
word 3 of its 26 volumes of Heport /land then hid where it would never be sought, 
with the records it sent to be printed, from wliich 1 rescued it and other records 
from their official memory hole. These include the verification and approval of 
the President's own Havy physician for all tliat ffumea certified he did that was 
wrong and for his tuning in his notes, ttet/^dmiral .Durkley certified receipt of 
them and x now notice in tliis morning's local paper tliat ASines lied to yojir board 
in again swearing tliat he liad burned them because of the blood on them, let the 



boant accpted his lie that he burned them despite the abundunce of proofs, including 
receipts for the'flfrom the ffethesda commander to the President's physician, to the 
head of tho Secret Service Ifhite house detail and bumes' and Specter's statement# 
at gomes' u omi.d3.don testimony that fee at that testimony held those notes in his 
hand, 

u >^®f cl ? s aa th: board staff, if not the board, knew from my N..VKR AGAIN! . 

1 *14 r C< Ih cjG CftjkTs A ~~ — " 1 — " ■■ 1 9 

as^they utouia~have~in their tvaining, the destruction of any autopsy records is 
strictly forbidden. 

t is a rtoss lie tliat tlie board retails, and 1 now read from the AP’s state- 
line story in our local paper, that J Ws' claimed destruction of those notes was 
"to protect 'the privacy and the sensibilities of the president's family'." Aside 
from the illegality of this and the multiple proofs that it is false, there is the 
fact that not only did kobert Keuiedy'ac sign a no-restriction 3 autopsy authoriza- 
tion form but, as again y. ur staff knew, if from no other source, from my Post Mor- 
tem the cliapter, ^ades, Not Wunelot," tliat lie told Specter the Commission was fre* - 
t» use anytliing it felt it liad to U3e. 

There was no reason for “urnes to believe that any of tliat autopsy material 
would ever be made phblic, would ever be publicly accessible. He burned his 
autopsy report not over Kennedy sensibilities but as soon as he knew that Oawald 
was dead and there would be no trial. It waA then that he knew those notes could 
not js./subpoengd for trial and that they would remain in government possession, 
nothin the tubloids. (fe lied to protect a knowingly false and fraudulent autopsy 
report and he and all others were completely silent when J published this years 
a^o, after their propaganda supers^ tacular in JAMA. Which also was silent when 
I exposed what it did as dishonest and incompetent propaganda. 

When x heard that the board wqs deposing “tunes and Boswell I sought a copy 
of the transcipts you are now releasing and your predecessor denied me copies under 
wliat it is not^clear was a deliberaly false invocation of an exemption to the 
Act which permits witliholdings for law-enforcement purposes. When the board 
accepted and gave credence to Humes' perjury it quite obviously had no law-enforce- 
purpose in refusing copies to me. i t feared what I could do with them, as is 
only in part indicated above* 

It was the boards decision to be a part-time board and to see to it that it 
could not inform itself lully and properly. Tliat did not prevent one member from 
malting a prestigious speech in ‘“aryland then enlarging that into on article in 
wlach he made his prejudices and his ignorance as well as parti - sanulbhip a matter 
°]f lcn S«iier record in The “ary land Law Ueview. I wrote a book^langth commentary 
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on it and’ sent the board a copy for its permanent records, I received* no denial 

of any kind, no refutation, and as x told the board, fi^ends will be asking to 

see a copy in the board's permanent and publitf records and will be prepared to 

draw attention to it if that is suppressed to protect the reputation of the 

subjectmjiatter ignoramus (wjjo I suspect may have had something to do with the 

delay in the disclosure of this rep^brt ), 

I will also be sending copies of this to friends who are historians and 

sociologists, among others, of whom^our are writing books right now, that ^ am 

helping. They will have this and they will have what is additionally scandalous 

if the commentary I filed om one of your members disqualifying prejudices and his 

subject-matter h , ignorance is withheld. 

There is also the board's -ibligation to search^ and disclose all existing 

records. I offered the board access to a file cabinet ful2 C o?f appeals of the 

withholding of rocords the existence of which is establisfyby other records 

or of improjxrje withholdings from what had been disclose ^(i got about a third 

of a million pages in my FOlA lawsuits and 1 was asked to_^file those appeals for 

the record, I took a great amount of time to do that, and (want to what for me 

_ u i j. 

was considerable time and cost, but it was all wasted, and^wasted all over 
again when the board had no interest in it. 

Especially with this report so long delayed there should be records of con- 
ferences and on changes ifc it. 1 presume they arc preserved and I will undertake 
to have access’' to them requested as soon as the board closes down. 

This report is another national disgrace, another governmental cause for 
disillusionment and disenchantment with government, peprticularly of the young, 
and it is an additional indecency in blaming the ordered official failures in 
and with regard to the autopsy on the victims, on the Kennedy family. That is 
au outrage beyond belief. It disgraces the board, too. 

(l have soughj to distinguish between the board and its staff. Regardless, 
the ultimate responsibility is the board's anyway.) 

What the board has done is collect all the assassination mythologies and 
trivias and done that with maximum publicity while largely ignoring the essence. 

It has taken time and spent money giving all the assassination nut$ a field day 
and international attention while not following up on the leads in official records 
that it had in such sources as my books. Factual work without any theorizing was 
of no reported interest to any member but there was praise for a trashy book 
that was by a historian and was ridiculed in the Journal of American History, 
which moat professional historians do get. With that vast collection of assassi- 
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nation trash and trivia, from published accounts now of millions of pages, what 
little there is that does relate to the assassination itself is noi even more hope- 
lessly lost, buried and beyond reasonable hope of retrieval* 

One of the board members boasted on a Columbus, Ohio TV station shortly 
after Ids appointment that his ignorance was Ids greatest asset. Jt appears that 

‘ Q j\\A' 

in his.ervice on the board he lost none of Ids beginning asset and then shared it* 

' K\ 

Because in the future others may be reading tliis and map not understand some 
of it, I add a few explanations* 

CD was the Warren Commission's designation of its files, as Commission Docu- 
ments* They are not identical with exhibits except where designated as exhibits* 

There is a relationship that may be unknown to researchers of the future 
between the hiding of the death certificate by the Commission as well as its 
suppression from its consideration and records of the Parkland doctors' press 
conference and wiiat Dr* x erry aijad. and repeated in it, with confirmation, and the 
disappearance of the autopsy notes, so T explain that. 

Basic to the Commission's conclusions ls tho impossibility, that a single 

bullet caused all seven nonfatal wounds of both men because v;hen nobody in the 

world was able to duplicate the shooting attributed to Us v aid with three bullets 

it would iiave been more obviously impossible if more than tliree bullets were 
» c > 

admitted* Three members of the Commission did not believe this, two r^olsptely and 
of t§il m, Senator Richard Russell forced an executive session for Septmeber 18 , 1965 , 
just before the Report was to be issued. Although the Commission had agreed to make 
and keep a permanent record of its executive sessions it saw to it that there was 
no court reporter ab tliat session and it then faked, and 1 mean this literally 
^and 1 published it in facsimile in Whitewash IV ; a stenographic transcript* 

Senator* Russell and Senator Jfohn Sherman hooper never changed on this, never agreed 
to it, and both left records proving tills. The five L &gea of talking paper Senator 
Russell prepared 3 c$ld never find at the Archives* He was firm in his refusal to 
accept that and Senator Cooper left an eloquent oral history of tff'&s for the Russell 
archive at tho tliiversity of Georgia* They 'ifere deceived into believing that what 
was not in any sense a compronise was a compromise and believing that, signed the 
Report. 

Tn the made-tip history of this imagined single shot the Commission had it 
entering the President's lower neck wheWflt joined the shoulder on his left, going 
tlirough him without striking* bone, exiting through iiis shirt collar and the knot of 
his tie, then entering Governor C 0 nnally's chest under his right armpit, demolishing 
five Indies of his fourth rib, exiting under his right nipple, them smashing his 
^tehtew'rsaihi^ ~iiavlng"it~ go'three incnegr^to"fEg^ , 
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right wrist and from there somehow making it to and into his right thigh and going 
three or more inches into it but just under the sIcLn. tyhilo losing virtual^) 
metal despite the amount left in the Governor's chesty hie wrist and hi* thigh. 

fcfthe death certificate does not locate tliat wound in the President's 
back where the ntwrt jofuis the back. Jj; states tliat wound wa3 at the level ol tho 
third thoracic verteibra, which is much lower and is entirely on the back. An 
upward trajectory from there to exit the A resident's neck and then turn sharply 
downward and enter the governor's back is impossible. 

lioibver, a3 A published in Post Mortem, the only doctor who saw the President 
before his clothes were removed for the emergency procedures. Dr. Qharlos Carrico, 
testified to the Commision that the bullet hole in the front of the President's neck 
was above his 3h..rt collar. obtained from the FBI wliat the Commission did not 
publish, a Laboratory picture of the front of the Presidents shirt collar. There 
was id? bullet hole in it. Tltere were two slits tliat did not coincide, as would <h 
have been the case if caused by a bullet. There i3 nt bullet hole on the necktie 
for that imagined bullet to have gone through it3 knot. 

And Drs. Perry and Clark stated^the hole in the froiPt of the Presidents 
neak was of ent^nce. 

I now offer an opinion. When Dr. Clines liad every reason to expect he would 
be subpoenaed to testify when Oswuld was tried he did not dare say in his autopsy 
proctuool wliat he Could not ho^ie ^to^have believed on cross examination. 

But on£§ Oswalvi was killed^nd 1# knew there would be no trial, no cross-exami- 
nation, he did not have that to worry about and he testified to the Lomraission 
tliat it was after Oswald was killed that he destroyed the origibhl of his autopsy 
report. Not the notes, the holograph of the report. 

1 have published all of the foregoing, with official documentation, and in all 
the ye&rs since then I have liad no denial, noJf attempt at refutation, no letter or 
call coraplijfining that I was unfair or inaccurate, and with D r s. Hornes and Boswell, 
when Jl published rny first book for general distribution I sent a copy t© each, asked 
each to agree to an interview, and neither ever responded. 

The people, encouraged by the *ict and by the board's publicity campaign, expected 
much of the bafird, more than it could deliver, but what the board has done is add to 
10k disillusion and disenchantment. If the board did not know it was being lied to it 
was incompetent and ignolant. x f it did n 5 sXow, it disgraced itself and the nation. And 
if I am wrong in any of this I solicit refutation or rebuttal."^ I «/\U A** M c?s 

This again tells those who do not trust the government not to trust it. 

And with this ±± they should not. Sincerely, ^^ar old Weisberg 



